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Relations: How New Cong(0)
Congress Broke The

U. P. Coalition

It was on February 14, 1970, that B. K. D. and New

Congress had entered into an agreement which contained
the following four terms :

State Government shall consist of present mem-
_ bers of B. K. D. and will not include members

belonging to any other party or group represen-

ted in the Assembly to-day.

The Congress Party in the legislature led by Shri

Kamalapati Tripathi will give its full, uncondi-

tional support to B. K. D. Government thus
formed.

There is no desire on the part of Congress Party

to seek suspension or dissolution of the
Legislature.
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4. Congress Party in the Legislature twill be pre-
pared to join the Government when the two parties
feel that they have come closer in course of work-
ing together as also when loac ers of the two par-

ties so agree. No member of the Congress Party
will be taken in the Government without prior

approval of the Leader of the Congress Party.

The State leadership of the New Congress, however,
never reconciled itself 1o a BKD-led Ministry in the State,
and was in search of means and cxcuses for toppling it from
the very start. Confabulations to this end were held with
the Old Congress right from the month of March to which
its several leaders have candidly testified. When this fact
was brought to the notice of Smt. Indira Gandhi—and this
was done more than once—she saw nothing wrong in it.

Although, during the talks which had led to the Agree-
ment of February 14, there was absolutely no mention, on
either side, of BKD’s merger in New Congress, yet, at my
initiative, the State Executive, in its meeting held on April
10, discussed the proposal out of sheer national interest. A
decision, however, was deferred because it could be taken
only by the National Conference which was then scheduled .

{0 meet some time in following june. 4

On June 11. during the budget session of the Assembly, 4

Smt.

el

Indira Gandhi sent for me and told me point-blank .

that, unless B K.D. merged in New: Congress by June 23

on which date the Budget or the Appropriation: Bill was to
<ome up [or a final vote in the Assembly, State Government

©

was likely to be toppled, and the Presidential
which many a New Congress and B. K. D,
to the coaltition Govenment that was funetioning. I told
her that I would have to re-think, and would write a letter
to her on my return to Lucknow, but that my reactions were
likely to be those of any self-respecting man placed in similar
circumstances. That, B, K. D. was a democratic party and a

final decision in regard to merger could not be taken by me
or the State Executive,

Rule imposed,
MLA preferréd

P

Astwo Opposition Leaders told me on June 23, that
word from New Conigress benches had reached them on that
day as also on June 12 that, if they asked for a division,
New Congress members were willing to vote down the
Government. They refused the offer, however, because the
gentleman whom New Congress could possibly provide for
leadership of the State Government, was not acceptable to
them.

Despite all this, I secured a mandate from the State
Convention of the party held in Lucknow on June 27 and 28.
that I was free, in consultation with the National Exective,
to take a decision regarding merger provided I was convin-
ced it will serve national interest and consistent with BKD's
self-respect. On July 4 and July 5, however, the National
Executive, majority where of was vehemently opposed to
merger, asked me to study the question further, and report
to it at the next meeting. On the day preceding, I had
veceived a tempting offer, obviously, as consideration for
merger, which I declined.

Consequent on the above decision of the National Exe-
cutive, the New Congress launched a campaign of misrepre-
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senlation against BKD in the press in violation of truth and
all canons of propriety. /nter alia, therats were held out
that, in case B.K.D. refused to merge, Congress support to
Government would be with-drawn. Smt. Indira Gandhi,
however, did not utter a single word of disapproval. BKD
suffered this sustained attack in silence except for the follow-
Ing briefl statement which I had made on August 12 after
Shri Kamalapati Tripathi had formally asked for meetings
of his organisation on August 22 and 23 for the purpose of
condemning and threatening BKD, that is, just on the eve
of the next meeting of its National Executive scheduled for

August 26 and 27, which was to (ake a final decision on
merger :

“For quite a considerable time now, the question of
BKD’s relaticns with Congress has been discussed and cer-
tain charges hurled against me almost daily in the Press. In
order that bitterness may be avoided, I have refrained from
taking any notize of these outpourings till date. Briefly,
it is a deliberate mis-statement to say that BKD is trying
to strengthen itself at the expense of Congress. On the con-
tray, BKD workers are chafing under the restraints I have
imposed upon them, particularly, since nominations of candi-

dates for election to the Council of States and the Legislative
Council were made in March last.

“The ratio of Congress Ministers to BKD Ministers in
the Cabinet stands at 13:10 including myself, Portfolios
between the two parties are as cqually balanced as possible.
So far as I know, both BKD and Congress Ministers treat
the members of both the parties alike. But if some Congress-
men are stll disgruntled, then it should not be forgotten

e
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that therc were some men

of BKD also who feel equally
frustrated, if not more,

**As for the need of a Coordination Committee, well, jt
may be required only when more than t

constitute a coalitian and none of th
majority over others. But a demand for such a Committee
by the major partner when only two parties constitute the
Government, js simply un-understandable. A Coordination
Committee in our case is unnecessary for yet another reason,
viz., by the manner in which the Cabinet functions to-day,
one can not distinguish a BKD Minister from a Congress
Minister. If Government had committed any political sins
or proved tyrannical and reactionary in enacting certain
Ordinances, particularly, those relating to preventive deten-

tion' and students’ unions, then both parties are equally
responsible.,

WO or three parties
em singly enjoys a

“It has been said and hinted more
gress will withdraw its Ministers from the Cabinet if BKD
or I do not ‘behave’ or continue to behave in the manner

We are doing unless merger takes place immediately. T have
two replies to make :

than once that Con-

(1) Congress is committed to unconditional s
and '

(i)  merger was no condition of the coalition,

upport;

“To put it mildly, BKD's need of a coalition was, in no
case, greater than that of Congress. If BKD has been talk-
ing of merger, it has been doing so almost since 1968 in
the Jarger interest of the country and successful functioning
of democracy. It is notasa price of coalition that we have

1 &
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offered to consider merger. The climate of hastility, how-
ever, that has been sought to be built up against BKD, is a
deterrent to dispassionate consideration of the issues invol-
ved rather than an encouragement. Copgressmen must real-
ise that while our decision to merge, will strengthen Congress
considerably, BKD will be sacrificing a name, a flag, a symbol
and an organization.

“Tt has been suggested in certain quarters that while it
is a partrer in the State Government, B. K. D. has been
hobnobbing with the Syndicate and thus kept its options
open. Now, this is an un-mitigated lie. As almost every-
body who isinterested in public affairs knows, the truth is
the other way round.

“I may conclude by saying that, handicapped as I am,
inter alia, by almost constant sniping and unmerited and
malicious criticism by those who were expected to support
the Government, 1 stand greatly disillusioned. If another
spell of President’s rule or a combination with other parties
will suit them, let those in the Congress Party who never
reconciled themselves to the present arrangements, convince
their leadership, on whose telling me so, BKD will chart
or will have to chart out its course accordingly. But, for
God's sake, open threats and accusations in whalsoever
Janguage they are clothed, and, if possible, manocuvrings
also, must cease in the meanwhile. They do no honour to
anybody and only serve to generate a climate of instability
in the State, which is not conducive to public interest.

“I may add that I propose not to enter into any public
controversy on this question till a final conclusion either way

-
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is reached. 1f 1 have made this statement today, it is only
because my self-respect and that of BKD so demanded.”

Several M.Ps. belonging to New Congress urged upon
the Prime Minister to intervene and get the Congress meet-
ing postponed to a later date, but she would not agree. Pres-
umably, it was at her own suggestion that the meet-
ings bad been convened In view of the virulent propaganda
that had been unleashed against BKD, particularly, at Con-
gress meetings of Aug. 22 and 23, the Naticnal Executive
came to the conclusion that intention of New Congress
were not clean, and took the only honouratle course that,
in the circumstances, was open to it. The resolition it appro-
ved in this regard, ran as follows :

“For reasons which need not be stated, the National
Executive of the Bharatiya Kranti Dal Wecided
that the question of its merger with the Congress
led by Mrs. Indira Gandhi which hzd been raised
by the U.P. unit of the B. K D. on its own, and
later entrusted by its National Executive to the
Chairman for study, be dropped.

The view of the BKD regarding the desirablity of
reduction in the number of democratic parties
and groups in the country, lowever, remains
unchanged Whenever, an oppor:unity for making
a contribution to this consumation offers itself in
future, BKD will try to avail of it ‘with eagerness.

The National Executive, however, Lopes that the
present coalition Government in U.P. will conti-
nue to function as before. As stated by the BKD
legislature Party of U. P. in its reolution of

\al
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August 25, we would prefer an allianee with new
Congress 1o that with any other party.

The State coalition Government till this date has
continued to function smoothly, perhaps, as
smoothly as a Government comprised wholly of
Tepre-entatives drawn from one single  party
has, or could have ever done.”

One fails to understand how a grievance could be made
of BKD’'s refusal to merge, and yet it is this which in reality
was the head and front of BKD’s offence. All other charges
were fabrications or pretexts for precipitating an attack on
BKD oncs the prospects of merger had disappeared or be-
come Lhin.  Still, I wuuld like 10 discuss them just for in-
formation of the people, if not for anything else.

Thbere was a blanket charge that in the bargain of a
coalition, BKD had been the gainer and New Congress the
loser all along the line. This had no basis in facts, New
Congress was given a representation in Goverament accord-
ng o its strength at the time the coalition was formed—
which no majority party in coalitions is ever given. What is
more : 1 did notlook into 1he antecedents of the colleagues
that New Congress chose for me. BKD withdrew its candi-
date for the Legislative Council in Shahjahanpur district in
favour of the New Congress candidate who won the seat as
a consequence. Cut of 13 seats for the Legislative Council
10 the Bieanial Election. we were given only one and had to
be conteat with it. Tn order simply to oblige New Congress,
we gave u- one seat for the Rajya Sabha and exchanged au-
other for one to the Vidhan Sabha out of those elected by
the Assembly. We offered the Sultanpur Parliamentary seat

4

held by BKD to a Congress candidate who romped home
with victory. There were only two important posts, viz,
‘Chairmanship of the Housing Board and the Vice- Chairman-
ship of the State Evaluation Boad which are manned by
non-legislators, and both of them went to New Congress.
Much against my better judgment, I agreed to abolition of
land revnue on holdings of a size of a 5 bighas or less simply
in order to meet New Congress half-way. As regards nomi-
nations to various committees made by Govt., well, BKD
was greatly discriminated against Lastly, there can be no
-denying the fact that the talk of BKD’s merger with New
Congress served greatly to weaken the former and strengthen
the latter. Many a public worker who would have otherwise
Joined BKD, refrained from doing so; some of them joined
New Congress.

As the public is aware, a hue and cry was raised when
portfolios were re-distributed consequent on expansion of
‘Cabinet on July 19, As a matter of fact, four new depart-
ments were handed cver to the Congress Mibisters. ' One im-
portant deptt. held by a BKD Minister was allotted to a
senior Congress Minister at his desire and no department
already held by the Congress group of Ministers on July 19,
Was taken away. Yet, it was propagated that portfolios had
been re-shuffled to the detriment of New Congress. This was
an unmitigated lie.

The talk of policy differences over the Ordinances was a
sham. The Control of Goondas (rdinance which had to be
promulgated as the law and order situaticn in the State was
deteriorating, was merely a replica of similar legislation in
our own State in the olden days and existing legislation in

193
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seve,  ‘Stalesof the Union, today Thelegislationwas not only
unanimouslyapproved by the Joint Select Committee of the Le~
gislature but made more stringent than Government had origi-
nally proposed. Asfer the law relating to Preventive Detention.
It exists in some five States governed by the Congress and had
been suggested by tke Union Government itself in November,
1969.  The Ordinance aimed against the compulsory nature
of the Student Unions in Degree Colleges and Universities,
has been an unqualified success in-asmuch as it has saved the
student cmmunity from unhealthy civersion, giving relief to
the parents and teachers alike, as also helped to inculcate &
sense of discipline and genuine purpose in our young gene-
ration reading in colleges and Universities, and was welcomed
by the community in general. There are no ccmpulsory
Unions in the Centrally-governed Universities of Aligarh
and Varanasi, and none in the Universities of Poona and

Bombay Yet. it has been assailed ty our friends of the New
Congress as the greatest sin that BKD could commit.

The illegal strike of electricity workers orgenisad by
some unpatriotic elements, although 76 demands of 120 or
so which they had made, had been completely accepted, 18
partially accepted and the rest wer2 under examination by a
committee, was successfully curbed, without the people even
knowing that a strike was on. Success of Govt.’s efforts in
this matter also chagrinid the New Congress leadership
still further. They would have been happy, had the life of
of the community been disrupted and they were able to lay
the blame at the door of BKD leadership of the State
Government. They made a determined attempt in this direc-
tion as the speeches of Sri Kamalapati Tripathi and Sri H.N.
Bahuguna made in a meeting of electricity workers held ia
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Lucknow on September 19, would go to show. (It will not be
out of place to mention here the speeches that three New
Cangress M. Ps. from Delhi made at the State Employees’
gathering sponsored by dismissed hands on September 21.
They were on a par with the speeches that Communists all
over the country have been making since independence in
order to subvert democracy.)

The decision to take over the Medical College of Lucknow
by Government was also made an object of criticism, un-
mindful of the fact that a previous Health Minister of
Congress Govt., viz,, Sri Dau Dayal Khanna and the then
Chief Minister Srimati Sucheta Kripalani, had taken a deci-
sion in this regard in 1965. A few years earlier, viz., in 1938,
the then Health Minister Thakur Hukum Singh and Chief
Minister Dr. Sampurnanand put on record their opinion
that the affairs and administration of the Lucknow Medical
College and Associated Hospitals were not satisfactory and
decided that, at least, the adminis-tration of the hospitals
might be taken over immediately. Nor could it by any
stretch of meaning be called a decision of policy.

Postponement of take-over of the sugar factories by an-
other season has been seized upon by these friends as a very
convenient handle with which, they hope, they will be able
to delude the peasantry. The responsibility for this decision
is being laid exclusively at my door, as if a Government
decision in this regard could be taken all by one man !! In
fact, as everybody know by now, it was the Central Govern-
ment led by the New Congress itself which was directly
responsible. The State Government had, through several
letters and several interviews and deputations, urged upon

199
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the Central Government that if itw
nationalise the industry,
the Constitution, it shou
State Government s po
Government admitted|y
our learned Advocate G

as not itself willing to
then, as provided by Article 258 of
1d, at least. agree to delegate to the
wer of doing so, which the Central
possessed, and which, according to
encral, Pt. Kanhaiya Lal Misra, and
the Law Secretary of the Government of India ltself, the
State Government did not possess.  For reasons best known
to 1t but which are not difficylt 1o guess, the Government of
India did not accede to  the importunities of the State
Governmznt, although in its inaugural sesison held at Bombay
in December, 1968, the New Congress had made a demand
upon Government for nationalizaticn of sugar-mills of U.P.,
in particular. Nor did the Central Govt. take any step in
this direction, for example, issue of an Ordinance which it
could easily do, during the period the Assembly stood sus-
pended and all powers vested in fke hands of Smt. Indira
Gandhi, viz, Oct. 2 to Oct. 18 Thz game of New Congress
in maligning B.K.D was given away completely by a Con-
gress Minister of the Central Govt. itself on October 17 as the
following press report would show :

“NO EARLY SUGAR TAKE-OVEE, ASSURES SHINDE”

KANPUR : October 17—Unicn Minister of State for
Food and Agriculture, Mr. Anna Saheb P. Shinde,
assured sugar industrialists that for the next one
year or so there was no question of nationalisa-
tion of sugar mills znd the mill-owners . should
hot sit on the ores about modernisation of the
industry, '

Mr. Shinde who was addressing the 37th annual con-
vention of the Sugar Technologists Association of

13

India here vesterday, said that Government of
India had oppointed an inquiry commission re.
garding the sugar mills and it would not be po-
ssible for it to give its report before next

year.
(Vide the ‘Pioneer’, dated O-=t. 18, 1970.)

In this connection of nationalisation of sugar factories
as also all other decisions metioned above, it is perhaps
un necessary to remind the public that they were all taken
unanimously by the Cabinet which consisted of 13 Ministers
of the Congress as against 8 and, later 10 of the B.K.D.

It was also unabashedly propagatec that [ had accepted
millions of money from fuctory-owners. Maybe, judging
by their own standards, my accusers honesly believed in
what they said. 1had, therefore, requested Smt. Indira
Gandbi on June 11 and written a letter to her on September
3 demanding an enquiry into the allegations, secret or open,
whether by the CBI or the judiciary bdut, despite a presg
report-published to this effect on or about Sept. 20, npeither
the State Gavt. nor I have received a reply till date. 1t will
be an important event in the public life of our State if such
an enquiry could be ordered simultaneously into the conduct
of my accusers and their supporters, both in Delhi and
Lucknow. Nobody need be surprised if the enquiry establi-
shed that the boot was on the other leg not only in this, but
in countless other cases.

To revert to policy differences : BKD's policies are most-
ly given in its election manifesto. I claim that no Congress-
man, in fact, no sensible public worker, conversant with the
problems of the country, can possibly differ from them. Yet,
it now seems, the New Congressmen were ultimately in the

1“1
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have created untold problems for the country, had they so
liked. Pakistan was anxiously waiting in its wings for an
opportunity. We know too well the trouble which only two

States (out of 562 in the country), viz., Kashmir and Hydera-

bad, that were kept out of the Sardar’s charge, have cost the
country. *Privy purse settlements,” said Sardar Patel, while
delivering his speech on the subject in the Constituent Assem-
bly on October 12, 1949, “are, therefore, in the nature of a
consideration for the surrender by the rulers of all their rul-
ing powers and also for the dissolution of their States as sepa-
rate units.” Pt. Jawaharlal Nehru concurred. The consti-
tuent Assembly concurred. In fact, all those whom we
considered, and still revere, as our leaders, concurred. Failure
1o carry out our part of the agreement, Sardar Patel added,
would be a “breach of faith”—a moral wrong. And what is

morally wrong, Mahatma Gandhi taught us, cannot be po—

litically right.

The argument that abolition of the privy purse wil;;;

strengthen and ensure success of democracy, is pure bunkum.
Advanced countries like Britain and Japan are not less demo-
cratic or less progressive for maintenance of their kings and
princes. Royalty was not abolished even by socialist parties

when they came into power in these countries. It must be -
remembered that our ex-rulers do not possess any powers .

over their fellowmen today, and that no nation can solve its

problems or become great and prosperous by slogans but only
through hard work.

In abolishing the privy purse—let us remind our-selyes—
we will be abolishing not property but “consideration”
(rather, a solatium) which we undertook to pay for property

e A
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or whatever righ:s the ex-rulers once posscsscd—which un-
dertaking, for their satisfaction, was written by the' f'oundmg,
fathers.into the Constitution itself. The ex-rulers may, in
other words, also be called pensioners of the State—pension-
ers for three or four generations only. So that in abolishing
the privy purse we will be aboiishing pensions which, perhaps,
no State in the world exccept when it came into existence
as the result of a bloody revolution, has ever abolished. So
far as privileges are concerned, they are mere baubles which
the ex-rulers were prepared, or, would have agreed, to forego
without much of an argument.

On the analogy of the privy purse, the New Congress
would feel justified tomorrow in scrapping the Zamindari
Abolition Bonds which were issued by Congress Govern-
ments to the ex-zamindars all over the country as compensa-
uon for their proprietary rights. One should not be surprised
if t};ts act of the Union Government proves a thin end of
the wedge and leads to abrogation altogether of the funda-
mental right to private property embodied in qur Constitu-
tion for which ‘Young Turks’ sitting on the band-wagon of
the New Congress, are already clamouring. On November
3 last, Shri Vidya Charan Shukla, a Minister of State for
Finance in the Union Govt., declared at a meeting of the
Press Club at Raipur that “majority of New Congress M.Ps.
were in favour of abolishing the fundamental right to pro-
perty guaranteec in the Constitution and replacing it by a
mere legal right”—which means a right that Govt, could
take away at will.

Our people must know, however, that democracy is i:oun-
ded upon private ownership of property. The individual

>
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who owns nothing, will find himself helpless against a state
where it is the rulers or politicians who own or control every-
thing. He will have no freedom of action or any means of
self expression like houses to construct or modify and crops to
grow and tend, or trees to plant, and cows—or even children
—to rear. Under the blueprint of communism, children
must be kept in creches maintaned by the state.
1t is contended that abolition of the privy purse will ensure
for social justice. In this context, again, we willdo well to
recall the words of Sardar Patel. **Need we cavil then at the
small—and I purposely use the word <small”—price, “said
he, “that we have paid for the bloodless revolution which has
affected the destinies of millions of our people * The rulers
had handed over some 77 crores of rupees to the Union and
this amount at the btaink rtate of 7 per cent could
yield Rs. 5.39 crores as against the privy purse total of
Rs. 4.7 crores. As the privy purse was was liable to reduction
at every succession, this amount, too, would have been

gredually reduced to an an insignificant within a span of
some 50 years or so from now.

There is yet another very relevant circumstance in this
connection, which should not be lost sight of. While Rs. 4.7
crores of rupees every year were sought to be saved, Prime
Minister had offered to pay the ex-rulers some 45 crores cash
down as quid pro quo—an offer they refused. Which means
that only a saving of ( Rs. 4.7 crores—Rs. Rs. 3.15 crores
of interest at the rate of 7 per cent per annum on an amount
of Rs. 45 crores =) Rs. 1.55 crores per annum would
have resulted fo the exchequer. This further proves that
the move for abolition of the privy purse was a mere politi-
cal stunt, and not actuated by any public or national interest.

-
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On the cther hand, arrears of Income-Tax and Corporar
tion Tax of the Central Govt realisable immediately, stood
this year at Rs. 508.0 crores after excluding amounts under
appeal, stay orders, or revision of assessment. This amount,
let the people remember, is payable by big Capitalists and
industrialists, and is eqivalent to 180 times the amount of
the privy purse. At the rate of 7 rercent it will bring an
interest of Rs. 35.5 crores per annum : :

If disperities in incomes in India have worsened 2nd
unemploymznt has increased during the last more than twen-
ty years of political independence, our people should know
that it is Congress which is responsible rather than anybody
else. Swaraj has proved a hey-day for capitalists and in-
dustrialists who have succeeded in multiplying their wealth
incredibly curing this period. To quote the figures relating
to the Birlas and the Tatas alone :

FIGURES OF GROSS ASSETS IN CRORES OF RUPEES

Years
1951 1958 1964 1968
Birlas 65 159 293 576
Tatas 152 339 418 585

( The figures of 1947 when the British left the country,
are not available to us, nor the present-day figures of
1970 tc which their wealth might have swollen.)

The agreement under which electric energy is supplied
to the Hindustan Aluminium Company of the Birlas from

_the Rihand Project in our own State, results in a loss of Rs.

2:5 crores to the exchequer of Uttar Pradesh yearly. This

203
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act of gross beirayal of the masses by Congress leaders has
2 story behind it into waich I will not go here : suffice

21

The ‘question arises - Why this discrimination ? T leave
it-to the readers themselves to find the answer which is not

1L 10 say that it wes the immediate cause of my resignation difficult to know.
0 1559, The old dolicy of laying emphasis on big or heavy * Social justice along with maintenance of human dignity
1ndusm.:5 and thus favouring the rich as compared with small is possible only within the framework of an economic set-up
Calerpiises, however, still continues.  Only six months ago, such as was envisagec by Gandhi Ji—provided we possessed
thai s, imm:diately afte jhe inaugural session of the New & o the hecessary understanding and the necessary will-power to
Congress at Bom 2y Wis over, Birlas were saactioned a establish it.  In consonance with the resolution of the State
fertilizer plant of SIXly crores to be 2t up at Goa. BKD convention held jn Kanpur in December last, I had
To give another very pertinent example of the double ! ) plq:a_dcd with Smt, h::dira Gandhi on more than ‘fnf occasi-on
standards of the P-:me Minister or 1ae ruling party : They that a law demarcating the sphere of small and big industries
Paid just two hundrea per cers of the market value far shares which mlgh; be placed on ths St.alulc-Book u_ndcr which existing
the bankers or financiers keld in the 14 banks that were na- mg‘lls that are manufacturing goods,_ which can be proi:lu.ccd
tionalised last year - oma sma‘ll scalcf for cxampl-e, textiles, shall be pro_h:bnl:cd
from selling their products within the country, and will have
S| Paid-up Market va- Comper.- to export thcm: Gn\'remment will do all that it can, to help
No Name of the Bank value of '111: E’é:;gﬁ- satu:‘u for :I_i_gmvcompetc in foreign markets. If th?y can not so com-
a share 18, 1969) | share ** pete, they may well close do\..v_n, but the internal mal:k.ct shall
= - = remain the preserve of small industry. Once the decision was
1. Central Bank 25-00 51-30 92-11 taken—and taken firmly— small, labour-intensive ‘enterprises
2 Bank of India 5000 98-50 181-48 will fill the vacuum without loss of time, and the Frankenstein
i' I;:gfgrl\ll;:t;ggzl ;ggg gggg ]gégg of-pnémp]b}fmcnf-and riounting disparities in-incomes of our
5. United Commercial 50 00 68-13 128-15 people will have been lzid to rest without the Government
6. Kanara Ba-k 50-00 68-13 128-15 having to lose a momenr’s sleep over it. According to the
7. United Bark of India 1000 852 15-61 - Report of the Textile Eaquiry Committee (1953), the employ-
g' B‘".‘a Bgnkk of Tndis 5?38 6%22 ]ﬁgg ., ment potentialin the handloom industry is nearly twenty times
10. &Ir'::a%r::ha;:lnBank 103-00 260 00 32778 2 - that it is in the mill industry, yard for yard, and that in the
11. Bharatiya Bank 100-00 125-00 255 56 power-loom, five times.
i% IBna;il:noE):iilczl;ashtra Ig({}]gg ”5.;'503 zgggg It r_Le‘eds a lion’s }‘E.-‘?rf’ however, that .is, great I;lo:::
14. Syndicate Bank 100-00 14380 - 325-17 and political courage, to alienate the vested interests an

reply dated August 8, that 1 received from the Prime
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Minister's Joint Secretary. said that my proposal regarding
compulsory export of mill-made goods that could be pro-
duced by handicrafts or small industry, was not practicable.
The arguments advanced, are puerile. New Congress or its
leadership is dallying before the people schemes like creation
il the unemployment fund of 200 crores of Rupees of Go-

vernmental Jobs for the number of § lakhs every year simply
in order to seduce the unwary into voting for New Congress
knowing all the while that the jobs will not bring any relief
to the masses, but will serve to increase prices.

As regards BKD’s link-up with landed interests which
1he critics pretend to see in BKD’s vote on the privy purse :
1t should be suffizient to point only to our clection manifesto
and to one feature alone of land reforms enacted in Uttar
Pradesh which were inspired by the ideology that is now con-
tained in this manifesto. Throughout thz country landlords were
permitted by the Planning Commission or the Government of Imf’ia io
Ir(n.”rre land held by tenants, irrespective of the nature of-thcnr te-
nure, up to a prescribed limit of three times the family hcu‘ld-
ing and even more, for personal cultivarion. Ir'nplemematnon
of this recommendation led to large-scale ejectment of te-
On my insisting, however, the State Go?crnmcnt olt‘
L' P refused to accept the advice of the Planning C:_:mmi—
<sion and did not allow a single tenant in U.P. to be'e_}cctecl.
On the contrary, through an amendment of the law in ]?5:4,
which was stoutly opposed by some of the leading, .fn—cafied .mr.talm‘:
members of the Congress Gavernment, permanent rights of Sirdari
were conferred on all those who were entered as su‘b-lenanls,
tenants of sir and Khudkasi or even as trespassers in rc.venue‘
papers, and were known as Adhivasts under the Zamindari

tillers
ion and Land Reforms Act of 1950. These poor 1I
Qrbsoéii‘ll?vcre summarily thrown out by the land-lords in all

nanis
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other States although they were also governed: by Congress as
U. P. was. From this amendment of law, Harijans stéod to
benefit greatly, for they constituted one-third of the total
number of Adhivasis who numbéréd about 3 million in the
State. By the way, it is owing to measures like these, and' not

to any other factor, that Communism has riot béed ablé to
establish a foothold in Uttar Pradesh.

In proof of what has been said above. one may refer to
a report entitled “Tenurial Conditions and the Package
Program™ submitted to the Planning Commission by Mr.
Wolf Ladejinsky in 1963, an agrarian expert, who had been

responsible for introduction of land' reforms in Japan while
it was under American occupation. He says :

L. Only in Uttar Pradesh has a well thought-out
comprehensive legislation been enacted and effeti-
vely implemented. The-e, millions of terants and
sub-tehants weré¢ made owners and hundréds of
thousands who' had'been evicted, were restored in
their rights:”’ (page 3)

- “Looking back at the agrarian structure of Aligarh (Ali-
garh was the package district in Uttar Pradesh)
after a decade and a haf of reform legislation, we
have no suggestion either for adding or revising any
of it, except with regard to Sirdars to which' we
have referred earlier. Many a good piece of agra-
rian reform legislation has arrived still-born in
India, but in Uttar Pradesh it went hand-in-hand
with enforcement and important attainments. The
lesson' to be drawn from this is but one : It =an be
dorie when there isa will to do it. Millions of
falsifiéd’ record entries can be feretted out, correct
land titles can be recorded and security of tenurial,
- right§" can’ bé' brought about” (pp. 57-58).
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. The suggestion regarding Sirdars to which Mr Wolf Lade-
Jinsky refers, related to the availability of credit to thent.
Government later on made necessary provisions about it,

The storm which BKD's proposal to lower down the land

ceiling to 30 acres in February last, raised largely in the ranks
of the New Congress, is already known to the people.

BKD's vote in Rajya Sabha on September 5 on the ques-
tion of the privy purse was, in fact, a mere cover. Pressure,
temptation and blandishment having failed to bring about
merger, they decided to break the coalition by a frontal
attack, Shri Kamalapati Tripathi’s letter of August 30, inter
aha, asking for a session of Assembly earlier than November
5 as advised by the Business Advisory Committee of the
House and a statement of 16 Congress MLASs issued on Sep-
tember 1, delivering an attack on Shri Bali Ram Bhagat, their
own Minister at the Centre, for having ventured to say that
it was “‘only a few extremist legislators of U. P. who wanted
an immediate break-off with BKD”, would go to show that a
decision to bring the State Government under their exclusive
control had already been taken well before the Privy Purse
Bill came up for voting in Parliament, My friends of the New
Congress were, in fact, busy undermining the loyalty of BKD
members of the Assembly since the evening of July 19 when ex-
pansion of the Minisiry had left many of the disappointed. On
August 31, two Deputy Ministers (one of whom had my per-
mission) were contacted by a Congress leader and offered
Ministership. Their efforts took concrete shape on Septem-
ber 3, when 5 BKD members deserted the party on fictitious
charges and declared that they had constituted themselves
into an independent group.

I had written to Shrl Tripathi that a reply to his letter
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weuld be sent to him after our State. Exzcutive had consid-
ered it on Sept. 15. On Sept. 8, however, he again wrote to
me saying that a situation had arisen in which *support by
the Congress Party to the State Government had become
well—nigh impossible.” He, therefore, again called for a
meeting of the Assembly, this time, by the end of September
and not only endorsed a copy of his letter to the Governor, but
relsased it to the press without even as much as secking my
coacurrence. After this second letter, press propaganda against
BKD was stepped up still further. Reports of the resolve of
the New Congress leadership not to suffer or sup;'?ort the
ccalition government any longer, became a daily routine. On
Sept. 16, T agreed to October 6, the earliest that could be
fixed, as the date for summoning the Assembly. The Nt:f.v
Congress made it clear beyond doubrt, rather dclclared it
from the house-tops, that no adjustment was possible and
ttat the State Government would be brought down on the
floor o the House itself assoon as it met on October 6
Despite their public declaration to this effect, none of their
Ministers who were all jointly responsible for the. so-'caﬂed
«misdeeds” of the State Government, expressed his dnsa%sso-
ciation with the move of their party either pu.bliclyf or privat-
ely to me, nor did they send up their 'rcslgl}atmns.‘ tl“}}cy
continued to stick to their posts with the intention of joining
in the game of pulling down their own government on ‘:;;
appointed date. Such were they who had on‘l'y seveslletgl -
ago, offered «full, unconditional surpt'Jr_l to B_- -l'n'.in
running the State Government in recognition of its having
saved their party from disaster !! .

* As time passed, all pretences to dc:faucy were gwenklif.
They were openly and unabashedly banking on, and working

2‘.? ?"I
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or d i .
‘ilnll‘o;ieccc:ém:’ W: 1F a Eill illegalising defections had been
approval in Py 1l‘ SIf Gwa. Covernment -and was: pendiog
2ol e afc;a‘jmﬂt-_Evcu some of their Ministers were
s gaged in this holy task. I was told money was
i Igocrnllfloy::d. On Sept. 21, Shri Aziz Imam, General
g y 1€ ?{atc 1.1mt of the New Congress, declared in
statement published in the press next day, that their office

was = 3 : . -
s virtually flooced with applications from Members of

the / in hi i
Assembly who wanted to goin his organjzation, that

applications were being scrutinised and only those who

agreed with the policies of the New Congress, will be admitted

and, further, that the lucky ones will be “‘presented” to the
Fn-t?c Minister on her visit to Lucknow on Sept. 23 asa
113 4
Before coming to Lucknow, the Prime Minister had, at
Abmedabad, on Sept. 2z, *“left no doubt that her party would
withdraw its support to the Charan Singh Ministry and
explore the possitility ol forming an alternate government”
(vide the “Indian Express” datec September 24). Thus,
relief to the flooc-affected areas of Uttar Pradesh was not
the sole aim of the Prime Minister’s visit to Lucknow : She
had other aims zlso, viz.. lo secure defections and bring
down the Government. She had already, on Sept. 19 07 20
preceding, recieved in New Delbi some of the MLAs who
had defected from B.K.D, and blessed them. Shri Aziz
Imam’s hopes, however, did not materialise. Oanly one MLA
from Cong. (0) could be presented to the Prime Minister,
and a member of New Congress Working Committee and a
member of her personal staff who contacted a B. K. D.
Minister of State and a B. K. D. MLA who had turned In-
dependent, late in the evening of September 23, were rebuifed

-
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Shri Jagjivan Ram, President of the All India New
Congress and a Senior Member of the Union Cabinet, follo-
wed wilh more than one clear, unequivocal appeal to legisla-
tors of other parties for defection in the sacred cause of his
party’s interest. Two highest functionaries in the country,
thus, set a precedent for political conduct of which history of

democracy tilj date could not offer an example. One has no
way of knowing whether a feeling of remorse on their per-
formance has ever crossed the minds of these two leaders.

It was in these circumstances that my freinds of B.K.D.
in the State Government and I took a decision at about
11°00 P.M. in the night of Sept.23, to forestall the New Con-
gress or take it by the horns. It was decided to ask half the
number of the New Congress Ministers pext day to resign,
failing which, to advise the Governor to remove them. Both
the Legal Remembrancer and the Advocate-General had ad-

vised me that, in asking for removal of Ministers—and any
number of them—I was well within my rights.
A joint meeting B.K.D. district Presidents and Secreta-

ries as also the Legislature Party had already met on Sept. 22
and 23, to ponder over the situation. Of the various alterna-
tives that were debated, I insisted on the one which required
for my vacating the chair in favour of a Congress nominee,
and let the coalition Government function as it was doing,
but in view of all that had happened, the meetiog would not
listen and decided that, if New Congress did not see reason,
a coalition with the Opposition parties might be considered.
There was no other way out left, they said.

I will not enter here into the details of the sordid drama
which the Prime Minister and the Governor enacted in order

to suspend the Assembly and thus bring down the Govt. ba-
rely three or four days before the House was scheduled to
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